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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF MONTANA 

MISSOULA DIVISION 

 

CONFEDERATED SALISH AND   Cause No. 9:19-cv-00090-DLC 

KOOTENAI TRIBES,    

 

 Plaintiff, 

 

v.       LAKE COUNTY’S FIRST AMENDED  

COUNTERCLAIM 

LAKE COUNTY BOARD OF     

COMMISSIONERS; and LORI    

LUNDEEN,       

 

 Defendants. 

 

Counterclaimant Lake County Board of Commissioners (“Lake County”) files this 

amended counterclaim under Fed.R.Civ.P. 13 and 15(a)(1)(B) against Counterdefendant the 
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Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes (“CSKT”) to declare judgment in favor of Lake County 

and against CSKT under the Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C. Sections 2201-02, or, in the 

alternative, Montana’s Quiet Title Act, Mont. Code Ann. Sections 70-28-101 et seq., that the 

property identified in CSKT’s Complaint (Doc. 1) (“Complaint”) is under the exclusive 

administration of Lake County.   

Procedural Background 

1. CSKT filed its Complaint on May 24, 2019, seeking relief under “28 U.S.C. §§ 2201-02 

and 28 U.S.C. § 2409a, and to enjoin Defendants from asserting . . . regulatory authority” 

over the property at issue. Complaint at 1. 

2. 28 U.S.C. Section 2409a is titled “Real property quiet title actions”. 

3. Lake County asserts that it is the owner of the property at issue and that CSKT should be 

enjoined from asserting regulatory control over the property at issue.  This is the mirror 

image of the allegations in the Complaint. 

4. Based on the reference to 28 U.S.C. Section 2409a and many of the allegations in the 

Complaint, see generally Complaint, Lake County understood the Complaint to seek to 

quiet title to the property at issue in CSKT. 

5. Recognizing that 28 U.S.C. Section 2409a was inapplicable (because the United States was 

not named as a party in the Complaint) Lake County filed its Counterclaim (Doc. 12) 

(“Counterclaim”) based, in part on Montana’s Quiet Title Act, Mont. Code Ann. § 70-28-

101. 

6. On July 8, 2019, CSKT filed its Combined Motion to Dismiss Counterclaims of Lori 

Lundeen and Lake County (Doc. 32) (“Motion to Dismiss”), under Fed.R.Civ.P. 12. 
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7. Although CSKT has not amended its Complaint, 1 based on various pleadings, see Brief in 

Support of Motion to Dismiss (Doc. 33) at 2, Lake County understands that CSKT has 

abandoned its claim under 28 U.S.C. Section 2409a. 

8. Lake County may amend its Counterclaim as a matter of course under Fed.R.Civ.P. 

15(a)(1)(B) because this Amended Counterclaim is filed within 21 days of the service of 

the Motion to Dismiss. 

Parties and Jurisdiction 

9. The Lake County Board of Commissioners is the elected governing body for Lake County, 

a political subdivision of the State of Montana. 

10. CSKT is a federally-recognized confederation of Indian tribes. 

11. The real estate at issue is located in Lake County, Montana. 

12. Lake County seeks declaratory judgment in its favor and against CSKT under 28 U.S.C. 

Sections 2201-02. 

13. In the alternative, Lake County seeks to quiet title in its favor under Mont. Code Ann. 

Section 70-28-101. 

14. Federal question jurisdiction exists under 28 U.S.C. Section 1331 because this action arises 

under the Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United States and involves interpretation 

and application of the laws and certain treaties of the United States.  

15. CSKT has waived any sovereign immunity by, among other actions, filing the Complaint, 

by committing a depredation by provision of Article 11 of the Lame Bull Treaty, October 

17, 1855, 11 Stat. 657, and Article 8 of the of the Treaty of Hell Gate, July 16, 1855, 12 

Stat. 975. 

                                                 
1 CSKT may not amend its Complaint except as provided in Fed.R.Civ.P. 15 and Lake County reserves all rights that 

relate to this improper attempted amendment.   
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16. Even if CSKT has not waived its sovereign immunity, should the Court grant judgment 

against CSKT on its Complaint, judgment in favor of Lake County should be granted 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 2202. 

17. Venue is proper in this Court under 28 U.S.C. Section 1391, in this division under Local 

Rule 3.2, and Mont. Code. Ann. Section 70-28-103. 

CSKT Blocks Access on E Street 

18. On or about January 1, 2016, remodeling and construction of the Big Arm Resort 

commenced by Big Arm RV Resort-CSKT Gaming, a division of CSKT. 

19. On or about July 1, 2016, portions of the Big Arm Resort began operations. 

20. While some operations have begun, the Big Arm Resort is also still being constructed or 

improved. 

21. On June 12, 2019, the Big Arm RV Resort sought approval from Lake County for 

additional construction. 

22. Ms. Lori Lundeen submitted an application for approval of a permit to construct the Wild 

Horse RV Resort on her privately owned property in 2018. 

23. The Lake County Planning Board recommended approval of the Wild Horse RV Resort on 

April 11, 2018. 

24. Lake County accepted the Lake County Planning Board’s recommendation and 

conditionally approved the Wild Horse RV Resort on May 16, 2018. 

25. Ms. Lundeen began construction on the Wild Horse RV Resort after its purchase in 2016. 

26. On or about April 22, 2019, heavy equipment necessary for the next phase of construction 

was brought in to the Wild Horse RV Resort location. 
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27. On May 13, 2019, a gate was installed at the direction of CSKT by their agents that 

prevented fuel for the heavy equipment at the Wild Horse RV Resort from being delivered, 

prevented the equipment from being removed, and eliminated access by this route.  

28. Pursuant to a Stipulation entered into by the parties, CSKT has agreed to unlock or remove 

the gate during the pendency of this case. 

29. The Treaties discussed below make clear that citizens of the United States were guaranteed 

the right to travel upon and transport goods over roads on the Flathead Indian Reservation 

(“FIR”), and that such roads were for the public use.   

30. In addition, the Treaties contain specific promises whereby CSKT agreed “that citizens of 

the United States may live in and pass unmolested through the countries respectively 

occupied and claimed by them,”  Lame Bull Treaty, Art. 7, October 17, 1855, 11 Stat. 657, 

and that CSKT would not commit any depredations against citizens of the United States or 

their property, just as the Hell Gate Treaty provides in Article 8.  

31. These Treaties, the Flathead Allotment Act, and other congressional acts make clear that 

CSKT has, at most, the same interest/right all other county citizens have in the roads, alleys, 

and public reserves within the Big Arm Townsite but not regulatory jurisdiction over or an 

ownership interest in the same.  

32. Even if CSKT somehow maintains an unextinguished right in the roads, Article 3 of the 

Treaty of Hell Gate, July 16, 1855, 12 Stat. 975 (“Hell Gate Treaty”), and Article 7 of the 

Lame Bull Treaty, October 17, 1855, 11 Stat. 657 (“Lame Bull Treaty”), guaranteed an 

easement in gross for passage over and through CSKT lands for non-Indians and Indians 

alike, i.e., all as citizens of the United States. 

Treaties Confirm Travel and Transportation Are Public Rights 
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33. Three treaties are relevant to this Court’s review.  The Treaty With Great Britain, In Regard 

To Limits Westward of The Rocky Mountains, June 5, 1846, 9 Stat. 869, the Hell Gate 

Treaty, and the Lame Bull Treaty. Each of these treaties confirm that non-Indian travel and 

transportation in this area was of critical import. CSKT’s attempt to limit travel and 

transportation clearly contravenes that intent. 

34. These treaties are the law of the land and contain binding, mutual obligations.   

35. Article II of the 1846 Treaty with Great Britain establishes the Columbia River system as 

navigable for all and provided for free access and the right to travel with goods and produce 

on such rivers. 

36. The Hell Gate Treaty, signed in 1855 and ratified in 1859, confirms that 1) public roads 

could be run through the Reservation and 2) access across and over the Reservation on 

those roads was to be available to both the Tribes and “citizens of the United States.”  12 

Stat. 975, Art. 3.   

37. Article 3 of the Hell Gate Treaty provides in full:  

That if necessary for the public convenience roads may be run through the 

said reservation; and, on the other hand, the right of way with free access 

from the same to the nearest public highway is secured to them, as also the 

right in common with citizens of the United States to travel upon the public 

highways. 

 

38. In addition, CSKT “promise[d] to be friendly with all citizens [of the United States] and 

pledge themselves to commit no depredations upon the property of such citizens.”  12 Stat. 

975, Art. 8. CSKT further agreed that this “pledge” is violated, and the violation 

satisfactorily proved before the agent, then the property should be returned or 

compensation made by the United States out of the annuities.  Id. CSKT agreed that the 
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Treaty “shall be obligatory” on it as soon as it was ratified by the President and Senate, 

which occurred in 1859.  12 Stat. 975, Art.  12.  

39. Additionally, the Hell Gate Treaty provided the President would determine the best 

reservation and did so as provided therein. 

40. In the Lame Bull Treaty, signed just 3 months after the Hell Gate Treaty, the Flathead 

Nation, among other tribes, “agree[d] that citizens of the United States may live in and pass 

unmolested through the countries respectively occupied and claimed by them.” 11 Stat. 

657, Art. 7.   

41. The Tribes “consent[ed] and agree[]d that the United States may, within the country 

respectively occupied and claimed by them, construct roads of every description…and that 

the navigation of all lakes and streams shall forever be free to citizens of the United States.”  

11 Stat. 657, Art. 8.   

42. The Tribes agreed to “commit no depredations” upon United States citizens, and if the fact 

of such depredation is provided to the President’s satisfaction, then “the property taken 

shall be retuned” or “compensation may be made by the government out of the annuities.”  

11 Stat. 657, Art. 11. 

43.  The Tribes agreed to be “held responsible in their tribal capacity[] to make reparation for 

depredations so committed.”  Id.   

44. The Tribes agreed that the Lame Bull Treaty “shall be obligatory upon” them as soon as it 

was ratified by the President and the Senate.  11 Stat. 657, Art. 16. 

45. The Lame Bull Treaty was ratified in 1856.  

46. The two treaties to which CSKT is a party confirm that non-Indians and Indians were 

guaranteed the right pass through the Reservation unmolested, and that roads constructed 

Case 9:19-cv-00090-DLC   Document 39   Filed 07/29/19   Page 7 of 17



 

8 

 

over and across the Reservation were to be public roads, shared by the Tribes in common 

with United States citizens.   

47. CSKT’s action of erecting a gate and prohibiting access on E Street violates the promises 

CSKT made in the Hell Gate Treaty and the Lame Bull Treaty. 

48. These Treaties also confirm that CSKT agreed to commit no depredations on United States 

citizens, including not taking or injuring non-Indian property.  The gate CSKT erected 

constitutes a depredation on Ms. Lundeen, the public, and Lake County, by prohibiting 

necessary access guaranteed by the Treaties.   

49. CSKT agreed to be responsible, in its tribal capacity, to make reparations for such 

depredation.  Consequently, CSKT is responsible for any damage to Ms. Lundeen, the 

public, and Lake County.  

Subsequent Congressional Acts Confirm Absence of Tribal Ownership of Roads 

50. An Act of June 5, 1872 17 Stat. 226, provides, in part for the surveying of the reserved 

lands in the Bitter Root valley lying above the Lo-Lo fork of the Bitter Root river “and said 

lands shall be open to settlement, and shall be sold in legal subdivisions.” Id. at 227.  The 

Act of June 5, 1872 was amended by the Act of February 11, 1874, 18 Stat. 15, by 

extending the period of sale and payment of pre-empted lands for an additional two year.  

Additionally, an Act of March 3, 1885, 23 Stat. 362 is applicable because the Hell Gate 

Treaty at Article VI, incorporated the Treaty of the Omahas Article VI.  The Act of March 

3, 1885 extended the time to pay for allotted lands.   

51. The Flathead Allotment Act, 33 Stat. 302 (“FAA”) was enacted in 1904 and its intent was 

to survey the lands within the Reservation and, as soon as surveyed, create allotments, and 

Case 9:19-cv-00090-DLC   Document 39   Filed 07/29/19   Page 8 of 17



 

9 

 

then open the remaining lands for settlement “under the general provisions of the 

homestead, mineral, and town-site laws of the United States.” Sec. 8.  

52. While the FAA reserved lands for certain purposes, the FAA, as originally enacted, did not 

reserve any lands or property for the use of the CSKT qua tribe; rather, the intent of the 

FAA was to allot or dispose of all lands within the Reservation.   

53. The FAA specifically referenced Section 2381 as the process by which Big Arm Townsite 

was to be platted in anticipation of non-Indian settlement and for the sale of lots within 

those townsites.   

Platting of the Big Arm Townsite Extinguished Any Lingering Tribal Interest in Roads 

 

54. Pursuant to the FAA, the Big Arm Townsite was platted on August 20, 1913.  A true and 

accurate copy of the plat of the Big Arm Townsite is attached to the Complaint as Exhibit 

A. 

55. The plat shows blocks with lots as well as streets, alleyways, and other public use areas. 

56. After August 20, 1913, many of the lots within the Big Arm Townsite were sold. 

57. In an August 5, 1930 Opinion, the Secretary of the Interior described the ways in which 

the United States could transfer ownership of tribal land by allotment. Pursuant to the FAA, 

the United States agreed to “dispose of such remaining lands under the general provisions 

of the homestead, mineral, and town-site laws of the United States” and “act as trustee for 

said Indians to dispose of said lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds received 

from the sale thereof only as received.” See August 5, 1930 Opinion: Status Flathead Indian 

Surplus Lands, attached hereto as Exhibit 1.   

58. In other words, the United States could dispose of lands by creating townsites like the Big 

Arm Townsite, or sell individual lots.  

Case 9:19-cv-00090-DLC   Document 39   Filed 07/29/19   Page 9 of 17



 

10 

 

59. Contemporaneous Montana law is consistent.  Section 5105 Montana Codes and Statutes 

(1895) provides that filing a plat for a town site dedicates the streets, roads, lanes and alleys, 

public squares, cemeteries, parks, levees, school lots, and commons to the public under the 

jurisdiction of the appropriate county commissioners unless and until such townsite is 

incorporated as a town or city.  The 1907 version of this statute, codified at Section 1907, 

is the same.  

60. The Big Arm Townsite has not been incorporated as a town or city. Consequently, under 

federal law and Montana law in place at the time the FAA was enacted (1904) and at the 

time townsites were authorized (1906), filing a plat followed by the purchase of a single 

lot within the platted townsite dedicated and placed the roads, alleys, and public reserves 

under county jurisdiction, when, as here, the townsite was and is unincorporated.  

61. The areas within the Big Arm Townsite include a school, known as the Big Arm School, 

that was constructed and occupies all of Block 17 of the Big Arm Townsite. 

62. The Big Arm School purchased all lots within Block 17 for construction. 

63. The Big Arm School was constructed no later than 1917. 

64. The Big Arm School is located on the between the intersections of 7th Street and D Street 

and 7th Street and E Street. 

65. The Big Arm School is listed on the National Register of Historic Places.  

66. The gate is located on E Street, just south of the Big Arm School. 

67. By virtue of the platting of the Big Arm Townsite, the United States extinguished its fee 

title and CSKT’s beneficial title, which means that Lake County has the exclusive right to 

administer the roads, alleys, and public reserves within the Big Arm Townsite for the 

benefit of the public. 
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68. From August 20, 1913, through May 13, 2019, the county within the State of Montana that 

contained the Big Arm Townsite maintained the roads located within the Big Arm 

Townsite without any objection by any party including CSKT. 

69. Lake County’s predecessor, Flathead County, accepted all streets and alleyways located 

within the Big Arm Townsite.   

70. CSKT has no ownership or right to administer roads, alleys, and public reserves within the 

Big Arm Townsite. 

Actions Taken Post-Restoration Confirm Lack of Tribal Ownership  

71. In 1956, the Secretary of the Interior restored certain lots in the Big Arm Townsite to tribal 

ownership, but the restoration is specifically made subject to any valid existing rights.  See 

Exhibit C to Complaint.  

72. Nothing in this restoration notice mentions the property at issue in this lawsuit, specifically 

the roads, alleys, and other public use areas within the Big Arm Townsite.  It is limited to 

lots and blocks.  

73.  In a decision issued in 1966, only ten years after the 1956 restoration, i.e., relatively 

contemporaneous to the 1956 restoration, the United States confirmed that the County had 

exclusive administration over the roads, alleys, and public use areas within the Big Arm 

Townsite. 

74. Specifically, a letter dated January 20, 1966, from the United States Department of the 

Interior (“DOI”) to Mr. John Monteith, Jr., states, in pertinent part: “The plat for [the Big 

Arm Townsite] was approved September 4, 1912.  Once a plat has been approved for a 

townsite, the Federal Government no longer retains jurisdiction.  Such jurisdiction is in 

the hands of the political subdivision exercising authority over the townsite.”  The letter 
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continues: “[T]he Federal Government does not have jurisdiction over the streets and alleys 

in Big Arm . . . .”  (Emphasis added.) A true and accurate copy of the January 20, 1966 

Correspondence is attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 

75. A letter dated April 14, 1966 from the DOI to the Lake County Board of Commissions 

states, in pertinent part: “It is a general rule of law that when an area is platted and 

recorded, the streets, alleys, and other public use areas are dedicated to the public use and 

are considered as alienated by the United States.  These areas are no longer considered 

property of the United States or subject to the administrative jurisdiction of the Secretary 

of the Interior.  Therefore, the administration of these areas is under the jurisdiction of the 

County Commissioners . . . .” (Emphasis added.) A true and accurate copy of the April 14, 

1966 Correspondence is attached hereto as Exhibit 3. 

76. That letter further confirmed that any abandonment would have to be done by petition to 

the County Commissioners, under state law.  The DOI noted: “If the [CSKT] own[s] some 

of these lots in the area being vacated, they are entitled to be considered the same as any 

other owner of the townsite lots.  They will receive their proportionate share of the vacated 

street or alley in accordance with state law.” (emphasis added)  

77. This DOI correspondence, issued shortly after the restoration notice, could not be any 

clearer:  As of 1913, the United States no longer retained any interest in the roads, alleys, 

or other public use areas within the Big Arm Townsite.  Given that CSKT’s claim to title 

is that those lands are held by the United States in trust for CSKT, CSKT also retained no 

interest in the roads, alleys, or public use areas within the Big Arm Townsite.  Instead, in 

DOI’s own words, “the administration of these areas is under the jurisdiction of the County 

Commissioners.” 
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78. This DOI correspondence directly refutes CSKT’s assertion of ownership of the roads 

because it makes clear that CSKT had no ownership in the roads at issue. If, as CSKT now 

contends, CSKT owned the roads, there would be no reason for CSKT to have to participate 

in an abandonment proceeding to receive its share of the roads, nor would CSKT be subject 

to state law.  Instead, this correspondence makes clear that CSKT’s ownership, in trust, of 

adjacent lots does not equate to ownership of or jurisdiction over the roads, alleys, and 

public use areas.   

79. CSKT has never initiated an abandonment proceeding for the roads and alleys in Big Arm 

nor have those road and alleys been abandoned or vacated.   

80. In 1968, in Cause No. 7076, Monteith, et al. v. Porter, et al., which was an action to 

abandon certain roads or portions of roads and alleys within the Big Arm Townsite, the 

court concluded: “That Eighth Street, in its entirety, of the Townsite of Big Arm has been 

and now is a public street . . . .” Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, Judgment and 

Decree dated December 27, 1968, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 4. 

81. Despite having notice of the dispute in Monteith, et al. v. Porter, et al., CSKT did not 

participate in that action. 

82. The roads and alleys in the Big Arm Townsite were not abandoned or vacated in in 

Monteith, et al. v. Porter, et al.  

83. The Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, Judgment and Decree dated December 27, 

1968, were recorded in the civil judgment real estate records of Lake County at Volume 4, 

Page 193. 

84. CSKT has taken no action relative to the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, Judgment 

and Decree dated December 27, 1968. 
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85. CSKT acknowledged that Lake County had title to the roads and alleys when it purchased 

the Big Arm Grill and Marina, which including purchasing vacated roads and alleys.  

CSKT then applied to have these vacated roads and alleys put into trust. 

86. On February 4, 1929, In re O.P. Pesman, 52 Pub. Lands Ed. 558, 1929 WL 2689, was 

issued.  This matter was an appeal of the “vacation of parts of certain streets and alleys in 

Pompey’s Pillar town site on Huntley irrigation project, Montana.” Id. The Department of 

the Interior determined that, “Where the owner of real property lays out a town upon it and 

divides the land into lots and blocks, intersected by streets and alleys, and sells any of the 

lots with reference to such plan, he thereby dedicates the streets and alleys to the use of the 

public.”  Id.  This situation is identical to the issues before the Court. 

CSKT Accepted Payment for the Property at Issue 

87. CSKT did take action in the Federal Court of Claims in Docket No. 50233 asserting, inter 

alia, that it was entitled to additional compensation for lands ceded from the FIR pursuant 

to the FAA. See Confederated Salish & Kootenai Tribes of Flathead Reservation, Mont. v. 

United States, 437 F.2d 458, 460 (Ct. Cl. 1971).   

88. As a result of this action, CSKT received payment for all townsites and villas platted 

pursuant to the FAA including, without limitation, the Big Arm Townsite. 

89. The 1913 Plat stated that the Big Arm Townsite contained 206.66 acres. 

90. On August 16, 1968, an appraisal was filed with the Federal Court of Claims for the 

payment to CSKT for all townsites and villas platted pursuant to the FAA (the “Lee Kenney 

Report”).   

91. This appraisal recognized that there were 126.66 acres within the Big Arm Townsite for 

which CSKT had not received adequate compensation. 
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92. Upon information and belief, this 80 acres consists of lots within the Big Arm Townsite 

south of F Street and lots returned in 1956.  In other words, CSKT received payment for 

all of the property within the Big Arm Townsite that is not tribal property. 

93. The 126.66 acres that CSKT received payment for did not include the roads, alleys, and 

reserves within the Big Arm Townsite. 

94. Payment of the amounts set forth in the Lee Kenney Report was authorized by the Federal 

Court of Claims in 1971 and paid. 

Harm to Lake County and the Public 

95. A portion of Lake County’s revenue is based on fuel tax imposed by the State of Montana. 

96. Lake County’s share of the fuel tax is based, in part, on the total street and alley mileage 

administered by Lake County.  See Mont. Code Ann. § 15-70-101(c)(ii). 

97. In determining Lake County’s share of the fuel tax, the streets and alleyways within the 

Big Arm Townsite have been included. 

98. Lake County is responsible for providing police and fire protection services to the public 

within Lake County. 

99. Certain private property and public spaces for which Lake County has administrative 

authority can only be accessed through the streets and alleys located within the Big Arm 

Townsite. 

100. If the gate on E Street is locked, police and fire protection services cannot fulfill 

their responsibilities. 

101. If the gate on E Street is locked, access to public and private lands is not possible.  

102. Assuming, arguendo, that the roads and alleyways within the Big Arm Townsite at 

issue herein are held in trust by the United States on CSKT’s behalf, CSKT must provide 
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passage to allow police and fire protection services to the private property and public 

spaces for which Lake County has administrative authority. 

103. Assuming, arguendo, that the roads and alleys within the Big Arm Townsite at 

issue herein are held in trust by the United States on  CSKT’s behalf, CSKT must allow 

unrestricted passage as required by the easement in gross granted to the public by virtue of 

the Treaties to which CSKT is a signatory and the subsequent dedication of roads, alleys, 

and public reserves to the public. .  

WHEREFORE, Lake County requests that judgment be entered in its favor and against CSKT 

as follows: 

1. Declaring that CSKT has no right, title, or interest in or to the real property at issue; 

2. Quieting title to all streets, alleys, and public reserves located in the Big Arm Townsite 

reflecting the interests of Lake County and any other parties of interest. 

3. Enjoining CSKT during the pendency of this case from breaching the Stipulation.  

4. Enter a Permanent Injunction enjoining CSKT from trespassing or regulating the use of the 

roads and alleys within the Big Arm Townsite. 

5. Such other relief as is just and proper. 

 LAKE COUNTY ATTORNEY 

 

 By: /s/ Walter E. Congdon  

  Walter E. Congdon 

  Lake County Deputy Civil County Attorney 

  Lake County Courthouse 

  106 Fourth Avenue East 

  Polson, MT 59860 

  Telephone: 406.883.7231 

 

 and 
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 MODRALL, SPERLING, ROEHL, HARRIS 

  & SISK, P.A. 

 

 By: /s/ Spencer L. Edelman  

Deana M. Bennett 

Spencer L. Edelman 

Luke W. Holmen 

Post Office Box 2168 

500 Fourth Street NW, Suite 1000 

Albuquerque, New Mexico  87103-2168 

Telephone: 505.848.1800 

 

Attorneys for Lake County Board of Commissioners 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I hereby certify that on July 29, 2019, the foregoing was filed electronically with the Clerk 

of Court using the CM/ECF System, which caused ECF Participants to be served by electronic 

means, as more fully reflected on the Notice of Electronic Filing. 

 

 

By: /s/ Spencer L. Edelman    

 Spencer L. Edelman 

 
Y:\dox\client\87590\0003\DRAFTS\W3470148.DOCX  
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